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MD-55 - 2/20/82 

1.0 SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Sunnnary 

The Pemco Products Chemical/Metallurgical Division of the SCM Corpora­

tion operates a porcelain and glass manufacturing facility at 5601 Eastern 

Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland 21224.
1 

The facility has occupied it's present 

location since 1910. Over the past 70 years, porcelain and glass fines and 

other glass waste known as "Frit" have been disposed on-site. In 1979, the 

Maryland Water Resources Administration issued a clean-up order, concerning 

the dump area, to Pemco Products. (See Appendix A.) The clean-up order 

required Pemco to: 

1. Stop disposal of waste material. 

2. Remove all piles of waste material. 

3. Submit a plan for extending storm drains through the 
contaminated area, and for capping, topsoiling and 
vegetating the site. 

4. Submit analysis of outfalls under the sites NPDES permit. 

Pemco Products complied with the order, and the site is now capped, 

graded and vegetated. Maryland inspectors regularly inspect the site to 

assure the integrity of the cap. There are no monitoring wells on-site.
2 

Pemco Products has notified as a RCRA generator, transporter and TSD 

facility (MD0003093499). Also, .the notification form lists Mobay Chemical 

Corporation as the owner.
3 

It is not known if or when a change in owner­

ship took place. The facility listed the following wastes as being handled 

on-site: 

• FOOl - spent halogenated solvents used in degreasing 

• K002 - wastewater treatment sludge from the production of 
chrome yellow and orange pigments 

• K004 - wastewater treatment sludge from production of 
zinc yellow 

1
Directory of Maryland Manufacturers 1979-1980. Department of Economic and 

Connnunity Development. State of Maryland. 1980. 
2
Personal connnunication with Mr. Joe Stang, MD DHMH, 12/7/81. 

3
Notification to EPA of Hazardous Waste Activities. USEPA. SW 897.3. 

December 1980. 
1-1 
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• K005 - wastewater treatment sludge from production of 
chrome green 

• K006 - wastewater treatment sludge from production of 
chrome oxide green 

• K062 - spent pickle liquor from steel finishing operations 

• K063 - sludge from lime treatment of spent pickle liquor 

• P012 - arsenic trioxide, 4 aminopyridine, 3(alpha-Acetonyl­
benzyl), 4-hydroxycamarin and salts, ethyleneimine, 
hexachloropropene, 1-Naphthyl-2-thiourea 

• Pll9 - 2-Butanone peroxide, phenylmercury acetate, 2-sec-Butyl-
4,6-dinitrophenol 

• Pl20 - Varadium pentoxide, Ul54 Methanol, U210 TET-CHL-ETHE 
TET-CHL-ETHY 

In 1980, Pemco Products sent the following wastes off-site: 1 

• 28,900 gallons of cleaning water to Quarentine Road Landfill 

• 6,000 gallons of caustics (20% NaCl) to American Recovery 

• 300 gallons organics to American Recovery. 

The "Frit" which was disposed behind the Pemco facility consists of 

calcinid or partly fused materials from which glass is made, and can include 

any of various complex glasses used in ground form to introduce soluble or 

unstable ingredients into enamals or glazes. Frit is thought to contain 

concentrations of cadmium and lead plus other heavy and trace metals. 

1 

Based on information gathered, the following conclusions are made: 

• The Frit disposed behind the Pemco Products facility may 
contain concentrations of heavy and trace metals. Although 
the site has been capped and vegetated to reduce infiltra­
tion, no system to detect off-site migration of heavy or 
trace metals is in place. 

• While there is no evidence of other wastes being disposed 
in the dumpsite, the facility has been in operation since 
1910, and it is possible that wastes other than frit have 
found their way into the dump. Given that the facility does 
generate waste caustics and solvents, there is a concern 
that some quantity of these materials have been disposed 
in the dump area. 

Maryland Manifest Records. MD DHMH. 1980. 
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Recorrnnendations 

Based on the information obtained and the conclusions reached, the 

following recommendations are made: 

• Ground water monitoring wells should be placed around the 
dump area. The large quantities of frit in the fill area, 
the unknown concentrations of heavy and trace metals in 
the frit, and the possibili~y that other wastes including 
liquids may have been disposed on-site, is cause for concern 
that contaminants may migrate from the site. 

• The storm sewer running under the site should be sampled 
to determine if it is isolated from the dump area. 

• Regular inspections to assure the integrity of the cap 
should be continued. 

1-3 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 

. (301) 269-3551 

THOMAS C. ANDREWS 
DUtltC.TO,_. 

CERTIFIED MAIL October 29, 1979 

Pemco Products 
Chemical/Metallurgical 
Division of· SCM Corporation· 
5601 Eastern Avenue · 
Baltimore,· Maryland 21224 

Attn: Frank Chapman 

Gentlemen: 

Re: · Industrial Waste Disposal Area 
SC-0-79...;376-A 
75-DP-0317 

On October· 17, 1979, a meeting was held in Annapolis to C:1iscuss correction 
of the· above referenced Yi.olati.on. As a result of the meeting,. the follmdng 
determinations were made: · 

1. The· SCM CorPoration would remove material contaminated 
with heaVy metals at the Pemco site once these areas 
were des_ignated by the Administration. 

2. All disposal of designated hazardous materials at the· · 
site has stopped and waste material is be~ng disposed 
of in an acceptable manner. 

3. The SCM Corporation will need 30 days to evaluate 
the pipe extension project and develop a plan and 
time schedule for restoration of the contaminated 
area. This work would be completed by early spring 
of 1980. 

On October 19, 1979, an on-site meeting was held at the Pemco facility to 
establish areas of contaminated material to be removed. 

Accordingly, the Administration is issuing the enclosed Supplemental Order 
SC-Q-79-376-B ~mich updates the requirements in this case. 

.... ;-~.: 
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Direct any _questions or correspondence regarding this matter to me 
at 269-3551. 

LJ:das 

cc: John B Griffi..th, Esq_~, Asst~ Attorney General 
Stanley Laskowski, EPA III 
Perry Sfikas 
George H.uber· 
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Pemco Products 
Chemical/Metallurgical 
Division.of.SCM Corporation 
5601 ~astern Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21224 

Attn: Frank Chapman 

VIOLATOR 

SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

WATER 

RESOURCES 

ADMINISTRATION 

SC-0-79-376-B 

This Order· is issued pursuant to the.provisions of Sections 8- 1401-

1417, inclusive, of·t~e Natural Resources Article, Annotated Code of Maryland 

(1974 Volume)~ The followi.ng terms supplement those provisions contained in 

the Site Complaint dated the 20th day of April, 1979, and the Supplemental 

Order dated the· 1st day of October, 1979, and to. the extent they contradict 

said terms, the provisions herein take precedence. 

It is, this 29t~· day of October, 1979, by the Water Resources Admini-

stration, ORDERED: 

That Pe:mco Products shall: 

1. By April 20, 1979, c.ease and desist the· disposal of hazardous 

material at the referenced site unless authorized by a valid 

Designated HazardouS Material Disposal Permit. 

2. By November 15, 1979, remove all piles of lead and heavy :metal 

contaminated material from the referenced area behind the Pemco 

facility and dispose of this material in a manner acceptable to 

the Administration. 

3. By November 30, 1979, sUbmit to the Administration, for·review 

and approval, a plan and time schedule for the extension of the 

existing storm drain pipe past the contaminated area. This plan 

must also address clay cover, topsoiling and vegetative stabiliza-

tion of the· contaminated area at the Pemco site. 

4. By November· 30, 1979, sUbmit to the Administration a report 
I 
I 

regarding the 3 separate ~perations whic~ disch~rge to outfall 
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001. This report must also include analytical information 

(flow and pollutants) associated with the 3 separate 

operations. 

Thomas C. Andrews~ Director 
Water Resources Administration 
Tawes State Office Building 
Annapolis, land 21401 

By: 

\ , .... ~ .:., . s ·,. "'t 
(Red)" 



APPENDIX B: U.S. EPA FORM T2070-2 

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE 

IDENTIFICATION AND 

PRELIMINARY ASSESS}-fENT 

(' j .. ;,,,:c 



REGION SITE NUMBER (to be ••- IR l&EPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE s iQned by HQ) 

IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 
3 MD-55 

ed) 

.. 
NOTE: This fonn is completed for each potential hazardous waste site to help set priorities for site inspection. The infonnation 

and on.,.ite inspections. 
T submitted on this fonn is based on available records and may be updated on subsequent fonns as a result of additional inquiries 

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections I and III through X as completely as possible before Section II (Preliminary 
,. Assessment). File this fonn in the Regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection I Agency; Site Tracking System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Task Force (EN-335); 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460. 

I. SITE IDENTIFICATION --
A. SITE NAME B. STREET·(or other identifier) 

i Pemco Products 5601 Eastern Avenue 
I.e. CITY D. STATE I E. 

ZIP CODE F. COUNTY NAME 

Baltimore MD 21224 Baltimore 
,,.G. OWNER/OPERATOR (if known) I 1. NAME 12. TELEF>HONE NUMBER 

SCM Corporation 301-633-6400 
H. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP .,. 

I OL FEDERAL. Oz. STATE o3.COUNTY 04. MUNICIPAL. []Is. PRIVATE 06. UNKNOWN 

I. SITE DESCRIPTION 

Dump area behind manufacturing facility - has been used for disposal of frit -, 
waste glass - site used for over 70 years - facility at site since 1910. 

.J. HOW IDENTIFIED (i.e., citizen's complaint•, OSHA citations, etc.) K. DATE IDENTIFIED 
(mo., day, a.: yr.) 

r Identified by EPA 10/1/79 
o,L., PRINCIPAL. STATE CONTACT 

I• NAME ,2. TELEF>HONE NUMBER 

i Mr. Paul Thompson, HD Dept. of Health and Hen tal Hygiene 301-383-6650 

J Il. PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT (complete, this section last) 
A • .O.PPARFNT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM 

i 
OL HIGH Oz. MEDIUM (i]3. L.OW 04 NONE Os. UNKNOWN 

'B. RECOMMENDATION 

j 
0 I. NO ACTION NEEDED (no hazard) 0 2. IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEDED 

a. TENTATIVELY 'SCHEDULED FOR· 

0 l. SITE INSPECTION NEEOED 
a. TENTATIVELY SCHEDULED FOR: b. WILL BE F>ERFORMED BY: 

. b. WILL BE F>ERFORMED BY: 

I 
[X] 4. SITE INSPECTION NEEDED (low priority) 

(C. PREPARER INFORMATION 

I. NAME 12. TELEF>HONE NUMBER Ia. DATE (mo,, day, & yr.) 

I A. SI.TE STATUS 

III. SITE INFORMATION 

IX] 2. INACTIVE (Thoee ' 0 I. ACTIVE (Those industrial or Q 3. OTHER (specify): 
municipal sites which are beinQ used 111tee which no lon#ler receive ose sites that include 11uch incident11 like .,mldnl,ht dumping" wh~re 

.>

1 
tor waste treatment, atoraQe, or diapoaal wastes.) no reQulat or continuinQ use of the •ite lor waete dJaposal has occurred.) 
on a continuing basle, even II intre-
quentlyo) 

B. IS GENERATOR ON SITET 

I 
0 I. NO [ZJ 2. YES (speclty fenerator'a tour-difll SIC Code): 2899 

C. AREA OF 51 TE (In acre a) D. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES 

1. LATITUDE (dllfo-min.-eec.) ,2. LONGITUDE (deQ.-min,-sec.) 

I 15 acres 
• E. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITET 

. 0 I. NO [KJ 2. Y'ES (apeclty): manufacturing facility 
i 
T2070-2 (1 0..79) Contrnue On Reverse 



...,.,nlinued From Front 

I IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY 
lD 

I" 

ORiG.;~ri. 
ed) 

r -.. dicate the major site activity(ies) and details relating to each activity by markini 'X' in the appropriate box ea. 

X X x· tx. A. TRANSPORTER x B. STORER - C. TREATER ~ D. DISPOSER 

I '· RAIL XL PILE '· FILTRATION X t. LANDFILL 

I 2. SHIP [l. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 2. INC IN ERA TION 2. LANDFAR .. 

• 3. BARGE X s. DRUMS s. VOLU .. E REDUC TIDN ~. OPEN DU .. P 

Lx .. TRUCK .. TANK. ABOVE GROUND .. REC Y C LING/RECOVERY .. SURFACE I .. POUNDMENT 

!"" e. PIPELINE e. TANK. BELOW GROUND e. CHE ... /PHYS. TREATMENT e. MIDNIGHT DUMPING 

! e. OTHER (apecl/y): OTHER (apeclfy): e. BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT e. INCINERATION (- f-- e. 

7. WASTE OIL REPROCESSING !7. UNDERGROUND INJECTION 

8. SOLVENT RECOVERY ~.OTHER (apeclfy): 
I 

II. OTHER (apeclly): -.. 

I 
' ~~. SPECIFY DETAILS OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS NEEDED 

r Site has been filled and graded. Cap has been vegetated. 

~ 
V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION 

~STE TYPE 

D•· UNKNOWN oz. LIQUID 1[]3. SOLID 04· SLUDGE os. GAS .. I B. WASTE CH ... RACTERISTICS 

03. o4. RADIOACTIVE os. HIGHLY VOLATILE .. o 1. UNKNOWN 0 2. CORROSIVE IGNITABLE 

[Xj6. TOXIC 07 REACTIVE oe. INERT 09· FLAMMABLE 

f 010. OTHER (apeclty): 

:. WASTE CATEGORIES 
1. Are records of wastes available? Specify items auch as manifests, inventoriea, etc. below. 

.... r Over 70 years of porcelain-glass "Frit." calcinid or partly fused glass. 
·~ 2. Estimate the amount(specify unit of measure) of waste by category; mark 'X' to indicate which waates are present. 

"'J/1 a. SLUDGE b. OIL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS e. SOLIDS t. OTHER 

tMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AM~'INT AMOUNT 

Unknown 
JNIT OF MEASURE UNI T.DF-"'MEASUR E UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF ME ... SURE 

l_. I) PAINT, X' (I) OILY 'X' (1) HALOGENATED ·x· ~ 'X 
(I) ~~!~:!!~~~i. f-- r-- f-- Ill ACIDS (II FLY ASH -PIGMENTS WASTES SOLVENTS 

r (21 METAL..S f-- (2JOTHER(spec/fy): (2J NON-H AI-O,.NTC (2) PICKL.INC 
121 ASBESTOS (2)HOSPITAL 

SLUDGES SOLVENTS LIQUORS 

I 
- lSI OTHER(epeclty): (3JMILLING/ 

1!1 POTW Ill CAUSTICS 
MINE TAILINGS Ill FIAOIOACTIVE 

'0:4 

I (4) ALUMINUM 141 PESTICICES 1141 :.;~~g.u;ASTES (4JMUNICIPAL SLUDGE 

- (15) OTHER(apeclty): 1151 DYES/INKS (!5I NON•FERROUS 
SMLTG. WASTES 

- 1151 OTHER(apeclfy): 

I ~ (0) OTHER(Bpecify): -
till C YANIOE 

Frit - heavy 
(7) PHENOLS metals 

I 
II) HALOGENS 

i tel PCB 

(I OJ METALS 

I _ 111) OTHER(apeclty 

!. PA Form T2070·2 (1 0·79) PAGE 2 OF 4 Conttnue 9n Psge 3 



'*Continued From Pa~e 2 

.. 

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (continued) 
3. LIST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (place in deocendinll ord"r of hazard). 

Lead 
Cadmium 

4. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE. 

Site used for disposal of Frit. 
graded and capped . 

After 70 years, site has been closed, filled, 

A. TYPE OF HAZARD 

1. NO HAZARD 

2. HUMAN HEALTH 

WORKER IN.JURY 

B. 
PO TEN· 

TIAL 
HAZ~RD 

(mark 'X') 

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION 

c. 
ALLEGED 
INCIDENT 
(mark 'X') 

D. DATE OF 
INCIDENT 

(mo., day, yr.) 
E. REMARKS 

I. 

X if leachate contains heavy metals, 
rna enter food chain. 

X heavy metals may migrate off-site 

X heavy metals may migrate off-site 

-~-------------------------+--------+---------~-----------+----------------------------------------~ 

10. FISH KILL 

~~----------------------------+---------+---------+--------------+----------------------------------------------~ 

12. NOTICEABLE ODORS 

13. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 

I.C. PRCPERTY DAMAGE 

Ill. FIRE OR EXPLOSION 

te. EROSION PROBLEMS 

·~ I D. INADEQUATE SECURITY 

20. INCOMPATIBLE WASTES 

21. MIDNIGHT DUMPING 

2 2. 0 TH ER (sp.,cily): 

EPA Form T2070·2 (1 0.79) PAGE 3 OF 4 Continw• On Reverse 
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Continued From Front If:. 
~ VII. PERMIT INFORMATION 

.- ed) 
A. INDICATE ALL -APPLICABLE PERMITS HELD BY THE SITE • ... 

• 0 1. NPOES PERMIT 0 2. SPCC PLAN 0 3. STATE PERMIT(opeclfy): 

0 4. AIR PERMITS 0 5. LOCAL PERMIT [X) 6. RCRA TRANSPORTER .. i1[J 7. RCRA STORER 09 8. RCRA TREATER (X] 9. RCRA DISPOSER - MD003093499 

• 0 10. OTHER (epeclfy)· 

B. IN COMPLIANCE1 

"' 0 1. YES 0 2. NO 0 3. UNKNOWN 

... 
4. WITH RESPECT TO (llet re11uletlon name & number): 

"' Vill. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS 

·Ill 0 A. NONE rn B. YES (summarize below) 

WRA Order - DHS - cease and desist - apply for DHS permit 4/20/79. 
.. 

""' 
IX. INSPECTION ACTIVITY (past or on·~oinf2) 

0 A. NONE [Xl B. YES (co~~tplete Item• 1 ,2,3, a. 4 below) 

2-DATEOF 3 PERFORMED 
I. TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BY: 4, DESCRIPTION 

(mo., day, & yr.) (EPA/State) 

..... Investigation 4/79 State Field Investigation (complaint) 

"" Investigation 4/79 WRA(MD) Field Investigation (DHS Permit) 

1illll 

~ X. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY (past or on-going) .. 0 A. NONE [X] B. YES (complete Items 1, 2, 3, a. 4 below) 

2.DATE OF S. PERFORMED 
t. TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BV: 4. DESCRIPTION 

(mo., day, a. yr.) (EPA/State) 

+it 

Dump closed 4/79 State Site graded, capped, and vegetated 
" 

... NOTE: Based on the information in Sections lll through X, fill out the Preliminary Assessment (Section II) 

information on the first page of this form. 

EPA F onn T2070·2 (1 0·79) PAGE 4 OF 4 



~---~----------------·-·-~----~--·-------------------------------
A POTE:-4TIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 

IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSt. 

.• This fonn is completed for each potential hazardoas waste site to help se 
mitted on this form is based on available records and may be updated on subseq 

J Qll ... ite lrtspections. 

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS· Complete Sections I and m throuib X as completely as P'-
A ue .. ment). :File this fo~ in the Reifonal Hazardous '\Y'll\te Loc File and submit a cop> 
A1ency~ Site Trackine Sy•tem; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Task Force (EN·335); 401 11. 

I. SITE IDENTIFICATION 
B. STREETr(or other identifier) 

1 1/l<L .-~ AS1 f-P.M A \It:., 

, ..... 
G. OWNER/Ofi':ATOR (U known) p 

'·NAME 1 c.: M c.. c_; eo 1) vc r<; M ,2. TELEPHONE NUM.BER 

H. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP 

01. FEDERAL. Oz. STATE 03. couNTY 04. MUNICIPAL. ~-PRIVATE Os UNKNOWN 

I. SITE DESCRIPTION - cr StrC 

---

J. HOW IDENTIFIED (l,e.,_cltlzen's complaints, OSHA citations, etc.) K. DATE IDENTIFIED 

w. f'. ,j) (;~··.i:·z~ 

11.1 PR~LIMINARY ASSESSMENT (complete this section last) 
A. APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROSL.EM 

Ot. HIGH ~E~3. l..OW 

S. RECOMMENDATION 

0 1. NO ACTION NEEDED (no hazard) 

D ~' SITE INSPECTION "'UOED 
a. TENTATlVi:.l.."i S<:HEOULEO FOR: 

b. WILL liE ,_ERFORMEO IIY: 

Os. UNKNOWN 

D 2· IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEDED 
a. TENT AT' VEL. Y SC HEOUL.EO FOR: 

b. WILL. BE PERFORMED BY: 

0 4. SITE INSPECTION NEEDED (low priority) 

c .. PREPARER INFORMATION 
I. NAME ,2. TELEPHONE NUMBER 

f ,3. OA'rE (mo.,.day, a. Yt•)." ~ 

A. SITE STATUS 

0 1.!ACTIVE (Tho•• lnduetrlal or 
municipal aftea which are balnl uaad 
lor -•t• traatment, atorafe, or dl.,oa•l 
on • cc.atlnulnf bltele, even II ilnir•­
.-HY•). 

B. IS GENERATOR ON SITE? 

Ot. NO 

III. SITE INFORMATION 

lSiffz. INACTIVE (Those n 3. OTHER C•peclty): -:-=~~=:-:-=·----===~===;;-::==­""i1r.i~ which no lonQer receive ('I'lioee altaa that include such incidents like "mldniQht dumping" where 
waatea.). no reQu/er·or continuing use of the elte lor waste dlspoeal has occuned,) 

~2. YES (epecfly feneretor's lour-diQit SIC Code): --------
D. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES 

I. LAT~TVOE (deg,_,m/n,-aec.). ,2. LONGITUDE (deQ.-mln~-llliCo) 

E. ARE THERE BUII.DINGS ON THE SITEf 

01. NO ~ 2., YES (_,.aclly): 

T2070.2 (1 0.79) 

f i. ~-y ~f{_ '_,I. 
I ~, . t 

Con/rnue ()n .'?cvr·rsr· 



CTERIZATIO~ OF SITE A.CTIVII:~---~-·._-_"'_. _____ _ 

ng to each activity by markmg 'X' '" 'le appropriate boxes 
-

x· 'X, 
:R I-- c. TREATER r- D. DISPOSER 

--· 
l.(_f1' I. FILTRATION 1. LANDFILL 

POUNDMENT 2. iNCINEg:AT!ON 2. LANDFARM ... --
3. VOLCME REDUCTION ~~· OPEN DUMP -

"JOVE GROUND 4. REC Y C LING/RECOVERY 4. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 

BELOW GROUND 5. CHEM./ PHYS. TREATMENT 5 . MIDNIGHT DUMPING 

• .OR (specify): e. BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT e. INCINERATION 

7. WASTE OIL REPROCESSING 7. UNDERGROUND INJECTION 

•'l;-. 8. SOLVENT RECOVERY 8. OTHER (specify): 

(Red) g, OTHER (specify): 
I--

~ E. SPECIFY DETAILS OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS NEEDED 

A<J·r 5i-r~ liAS £>t--r:- N FllLU;;> f'-..N';) f§";( ·'"'· f"') w IIA EKCC:" P7 l ()-"\./ or ,_,H' .. 
(.,VH ICH WI\..\. F IN/ Sri~ -.~/£'i~', lr'') ....... -

v. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION 
A. WASTE TYPE 

.,. .. 
:=J1 UNKNOWN Oz. LIQUID ~· SOLID 8J. SLUDGE os. GAS 

B. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

01 UNKNOWN Oz. CORROSIVE 03. IGNITABLE 04 RADIOACTIVE Os HIGHLY VOLATILE 

~· TOXIC 07 REACTIVE ~ INERT 09 FLAMMABLE 

010. OTHER (specify): 

C. WASTE CATEGORIES 
1. Are records of wastes available? Specify items such as manifests, inventories, etc. below. '. 
Nc C:: /t-1 f'~, d) ' JTI,•tA < "'I-

i x·11 CT ; ( ( 0/-')<:; - f!/ ( . .'f/L- l"~l It i:lf}/L C } ,· I 
. . .-/,' l/ /J .•... ·"'i 'lL, '" 

2. Estimate the amount(specify unit of measure)of waste by category; mark 'X' to indicate which wastes are present. 

a. SLUDGE b. OIL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS e. SOLIDS f. OTHER 

AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT 

UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE 

X' II) PAINT, X' (II OILY 'X' 11 I HALOGENATED 'X' 'X 'X' 
Ill~~;~;;.:~~~~. 

,,., .. 
- r-- r-- r-- (1) ACIDS - Ill FLY AS;.; -PIGMENTS WASTES SOLVENTS 

X 121 METALS t-- (2) 0 TH ER(specify): (21 NON·HALOGNTD 121 PICKLING 
121 ASBESTOS 121 HOSPITAL SLUDGES SOLVENTS LIQUORS 

131 POTW f.-- 131 0 THER(specify): 131 CAUSTICS 
(3) MIL LING/ 

(3) RADIOACTIVE MINE TAILINGS 

(4) ALUMINUM 
(41 PESTICIDES 141 ;~~~c?.u..eASTES (4l""UNICIPAL SLUDGE 

- (51 OTHER(specify): 
(~!DYES/INKS (51 ~~~~~~~~~~~s ~ (!II.OTHER(speclfy): 

161 CYANIDE 
~~~ oTrj;ecify): 

/ t'"sr, fl.• r 
I 

1
: ... lPY~NOLS 

181 HALOGENS 

191 PCB 

(!OJ METALS 

1--
II II OTHER(specify) 

EPA l'orm T2070·2 (1 0·79) PAGE 2 OF 4 Contrnue On Page 3 



Continued P.mm_F'a~_ 2 
..---~--,~..;;;...----'"""!V~r .. ~ Wf,A~,S~T'IE,_R~tE__,LA•' T--E:D--1-NI F ..... 'O-R!M-A•-. T'II-ON(-cont-inue~-.dt;)----·---··-- ',._:,. 

3. LIST SUBS.~ANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (place in des,-,.,nrlinQ order of hazard). 

/ C f-\C""11'-.A '- s;~vl,..r1i t 

4. AOOITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE. 

C;...os 11Vt:r ou-r ~ r '70 + YC"'Il<( t-u ""'1 f ::: r-r·<: .~-~· • .-ve-. C 

A. TYPE OF HAZARD 

2. HUMAN HEALTH 

4. WORKER IN.JURY-

..... '• CONTAMINATION 
·~·OF WATER SUPPLY 

e CONTAMINATION 
' OF FOOD CHAIN 

; 

7 • g~NGTR-6MJ~~~~~ER 

10. FISH.KILL 

12. NOTICEABLE ODORS 

,..,, ,_. S. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 

lo4. PROPERTY DAMA<iE 

fll, FIRE OR EXPLOSION 

18. EROSION PROBLEMS 

U. INAD~ATE SECURITY 

20. INC..OMPATIBLE WASTES 

21. MIDNIGHT DUMPING> 

122. OTHER { 

EPA Fonn T2070·2 (1 0.79) 

VI •. HA2ARD DESCB.IPT_II)H 

D. DATE OF 
INCIDENT 

(mo., day, yr.) 

PAGE 3 OF 4 

E. REMARKS 

Contznue On Reverse 



'"AL. 
__ r_o_n_t------~~--e_n~)~-------------------------------r-----~--------------~~-----·'----

VII. PERMIT INFORMATION • • 
~-A-T_E __ A_L_L_A_P~P-L-IC_A __ B_L~E-P~E-R-M~IT __ S_H_E_L_D __ B_Y __ T_H~E~S~I~T~E=.~~~~~~~~~------------------------------~. ---

t(.p.,-..;"'r 
1. NPDES PERMIT Oz SPCC PLAN 0 3. STATE PERMIT(specify): 

_] 4. AIR PERMITS D s. LOCAL PERMIT 06 RCRA TRANSPORTER 

CJ 1 RCRA STORER Os RCRA TREATER n9 RCRA DISPOSER 

c::J 10. OTHER (specify): 

8. IN COMPLIANCE? 

D 1. YES 0 2. NO ~3- UNKNOWN 

4. WITH RESPECT TO (list regulation name & number): 

VIII. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS 

0 A. NONE ~ 8. YES (summarize below) 

+-· .::\;('('"- I D/1 I i '1 
sc-o-7 ~. 37c,-8 VJf.A 

DNf;{.. IX. INSPECTION ACTIVITY (past or on-going)_ 

D A NONE ~ 8. YES (complete items 1,2,3, & 4 below) / 
t-----------------=--""o---,------------..----------.--------~'------------------------------t -·-

1 TYPE OF ACT'V'TY 

-

2 DATE OF 
PAST ACTION 
(mo., day, & yr.) 

3 PERFORMED 
BY: 

(EPA/ State) 

X. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY (past or on-going) 

D ""NONE -~·YES (complete items 1, 2, 3, & 4 below) 

t. TYPE OF ACTIVITY 

i 
I:.,,.., 
v'v~ 

z. DATE OF 
PAST ACTION 
(mo., day, & yr.) 

I i ge 

3. PERFORMED 
BY: 

(EPA/State) 

4. DESCRIPTION 

4. DESCRIPT'CN 

NOTE: Based on the information in Sections III through X, fill out the Preliminary Assessment (Section ll) 

information on the first page of this form. 

EPA Form T2070·2 (1 0·79) PAGE 4 OF 4 
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. ·---------------.. 

.Uavid Healy 
Enforcement Program 

.;:,. ~-.o WAL'-'UT STR:::c:-r-_; 

?HILADEL?H:A. PE"J';SYL\tA:'l!A. ,·~··.j 

Waste Management Administration 
Maryland Dept. of Health & Mental Hygiene 
201 W. Preston Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 

Dear Mr. Healy : 

or rele 
receive our comment , we will 

de you wi a copy. To ensure eir inclu 
eviewer's comments fa arded to 

,.. 
ORIGrr,1,\!­

(ReeL 

Alan~ with ~ur ~mments ~se retn~~ the dr{ument;/' by celjtif:i.ed !!!ll. 
to jhis o;t'ice( 7-·· 

Should you have any questions during your review, please call ne at 

215/597- '3137 . 

Sincerely yours, 

YLLS K 'JL·~V\--11 trY\ 

W.iiS$2! Efiforcemelit s.e:e:tien 
Superfunsf_ Branch (~~ 

(3 H"-' d-·~ 
cc: John W. Koontz 



992 OLD EAGLE SCHOOL ROAD. SUITE 91 B 
WAYNE. PENNSYLVANIA 19067 
215-B87-9510 

December 31, 1984 
R-585-5-4-2 
68-01-6699 

Mr. Harold Byer 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Sixth and Walnut Streets 
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Subject: Final Report 
TDD No. F3-8305-24 
Pemco Products 
Baltimore, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Byer: 

F" 

OR it 
(Reu1 

Submitted herewith is a final Site Inspection report for the subject project. 

Based on our review of available data, we have concluded that EPA should consider 
the following: 

o The damaged on-site monitoring well should be repaired. 

o Sampling of the on-site monitoring wells should continue. 

o The monitoring of downgradient surface water should also be continued. 

o At present, sample analyses results indicate that the Pemco Products site 
does not pose a serious threat to human health or the environment. If 
future sample analyses results indicate that the site is releasing 
contaminants that pose a threat to human health or the environment, then 
a corrective action program should be developed. 

If you have any questions, please contact me. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David Walker 
Engineering Geologist 

DW/hk 

0 A Halliburton Company 

Reviewed by, 

tJ~w~ 
William Wentworth 
Asst. Manager, Reports 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
I' i; :. \'' j·•\J ~ 

Region Ill - 6th & Walnut Sts. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19106 

SUBJECT:Request Assistance from FIT Of ice 

FROM: ~eil R. Swanso~ •' ~ /) 
Site Investig~~io/~J;J~ 

TO: Butch Byer, FIT Coordinator 
Site Investigation and Support Section(3HW23) 

I. SITE NAME: 

II. LOCATION: 

III. WORK ASSIGNM~NT: 

Preliminary Assessment 
~ Site Inspection 

Hazard Ranking System 
Toxicology Assessment 

IV. PRIORITY: 

):L High(*) Medium --- Low ---

f'?j 
.THRU: . Edmund Skernolis, Chief 

Site Investigation and 
'Support Section (3HW23) 

Quality Assurance Review of Data 
Re-Sampling/Full Field Investigation 
Peer Review Corrections 
Other (See VI below) 

V. Preferred Deadline: ~ 

Date: fd.;-=f1:_ J--L/ 
....... 

VI. EXPLANATION OF TASK ( * To include justification for high priority): 

VII. To be completed by FIT Coordinator only: 

1.) .. D 2.. J f3 ~~ Task complete date by FIT: • .! f. ....... f. 
Hours allocated: •••••• ~ ••••• 



OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND MENTAL HYGIENE 

201 WEST PRESTON STREET • BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 • AREA CODE 301 • 383-6650 
TIY FOR DEAF: Balto. Area 383-7555 

D:C. Metro 565-0451 

Adele Wllzack, R.N., M.S., Secretary 

Mr. Ed Skernolis, Chief 
Site Investigation and Support Section 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region II I 
Sixth and Walnut Streets 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 

Dear Mr. Skernolis: 

William M. Eichbaum, Assistant Secretary 

October 1, 1984 

;:, ~ G 1: htAL 
(Red) 

This is in response to NUS Corporation•s submittal of a draft site investigation 
of the Mobay Chemical Corporation - Pemco Products Division. There are several points 
in this draft report requiring clarification. 

This proposal makes no recommendations for concluding or expanding tne site 
investigation. Before the report is finalized, we would like the opportunity to 
comment on the conclusions of the site investigation. 

The Quality Assurance Review appears to inval·idate all sampling analyses. 
Due to this fact, it is recommended that follow-up sampling be initiated with 
appropriate site investigation documentation. 

Charles Lewis from the Department of Health and Mental Hygiene, Waste Management 
Administration, who visits this facility routinely, was also on-site during the day 
of sampling for technical assistance. 



u F. ·' . \ .. 

Page 2 

If you should have any questions, please communicate with ~1r. David Healy at 
(301)-659-2950 or myself at (301)-383-6650. 

JWK: amj 

cc: r~r. Ronald Nelson 
Mr. Frank Henderson 
Mr. David Healy 
Mr. Charles Lewis 

Sincerely, 

jlVJ.¥.~-
John H. Koontz, Aaministrator 
Enforcement Program 

(Red) 
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EPA-R.EGICN I I I 

INTERNO.L RE'/I E:.-1/ APPROVAL CF 

POWITIAL 1-'.AZA..:WCUS WASTE SITE INVESTIGATION PRCGAA'1 CU.'".ENTS 

• 
~\A.E Of SITE 

SITE LCCATI~ 

PLEASE· REel f:',v BY SfG:'-lATURE 

l ,,,. . M~ 2:(u,;il~~ 
.f -L /-~ '/- /~~11[ 

3. _________________________ _ 

4------------------------
5. ________________________ _ 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

7. 

.. ....-. '* 'rtrtn n ·~ 

PEER REVIEW of OSWER INrCRMATION MATERIALS 

Telephor.e 3 ~37 

Telephone--------

8. Please review and co m t upon the attached infonnation. Your review s ould identity weak~ 
doubt:ful, ambiguous, or unsuppor'table statements or conclusions. Feel fre to make notations 
on the materials as well as in the comment space below or on a separate sh t of paper. 

IF YOU ARE UNABLE TO REVIEW AND RE11JRN THE MATERIALS BY -;;}./ -f·lf , 
PLEASE CALL THE CONTACT PERSON (see item ll 3 above) IMMEDIATE Y. Suggestic:1s ~ :_:-.. 
alternate or additional reviewers are always welcome. 

Reviewer's Conclusions (check appropriate boxes) 
Acce table Question ble Unacce!:ltaL;; ,_2 

Organization and Scope 1-------+-----+--+------
Quality of Data ~~ 

Presentation of Data 1-------+-----+--+------· 
Validity :..l Analytical Techniques 1------f-------tf---+-------+ 

Soundness of Conclusions 
Consistency of Text with Figures, Table:S, etc. 1------+-----+--+-------+ ·-· 

Reviewer's Recommendations (ched< appropriate boxes) 

D Publish without c.l-tange D Publish :n othe:- ::1eO::i 

8 Publish with changes noted D P·.Jblish :n c::.::e:-e:-.~ : r~.::.: 
Do not publish (.:curnal J.r:ic.!e, :-e;::: r:, ,;.;v e!c.) 

Reviewe!''s Comments 

.j 

REVI~~fR'S SIGNATURE R.EYIFW DA 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Region Ill - 6th & Walnut Sis. 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19106 

SUBJECT: The Toxicological Evaluation of the Penco Products 
facility 

DATE: AUG 2 1 1984 

FROM: Dick Brunker, Toxicologist ~ 
Site Investigation & Support Section (3HW23) ~ 

TO: Neil Swanson, Environmental Scientist 
Site Investigation & Support Section (3HW23) 

There is little doubt that the groundwater associated with the 
landfill area has been contaminated with such high levels of lead, 
cadmium, arsenic, and chromium that it could not be used for drinking 
purposes. It would be prudent to be certain that there are absolutely 
no domestic wells in the vacinity of this site. 

The levels of organic substances, with the exception of sludge 
from the treatment plant, were less than detectable limits. Since 
sludges were to be placed in a secure landfill they should be no 
risk or hazard in the future. 



\ .. F,G:·: 
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UNiTED STATES ENVIHONMENTAL Pr\OTL:CTION !\GENCY 

HEGION Ill 

6TH AND WALNUT STREETS 

PHILADELf'l-llA. PENNSYLVANIA 1910G 

October 23, 1981 

Timothy D. Van Epp 
JRB Associates 
8400 Westpark Drive 
McLean, Virginia 22102 

Dear Mr. Van Epp: 

As \ve discussed during our meeting with Bernie Biglwm of the lbryland Office 
of Environmental Programs on October 16, 1981, I am forw3rding the initial 
list of dc!mpsites to be investigated by JRB. Copies of our files on the 
first fifteen sites on the list have been hand delivered to your office. 
Copies of our files on the remaining eight sites are enclosed, with the 
exception of MD-83, Bishop Processing Co~pany. All of the information on 
file for Bishop was taken from State files. 

To fulfill our overview role, instead of having EPA inspectors accorlpany JRB 
during the initial site visits, I am enclosing copies of Preliminary 
Assessments prepared for EPA vhich are considered to be exemplary. Please 
consider these report~ to be examples of the type of report we expect from 
the JRB on each of the Maryland durnpsites. Also, as you r~quested, I ao 
enclosin~ copies of E:PA Fon1 T2070-2 (10-79) (Potential Hazardous Haste Site 
Id2ntification and Preliminary Assessment) and a copy of the Mitre Model and 
associated forms. 

As we discussed at the meeting, 
the reports in groups of five. 
possible after we receive it and 
preparing subsequent reports. 

I would appreciate it if you Hould submit 
We will evaluate the first group as soon as 
will provide you with feedback for use in 

If you have any quest-ions, please call me at 215/597-9!;35. 

S . . l I 
J.nc;re y, ') . / 1 . "

1
-ittf-l/!L · --v~". (r ";j_)/"r---l-A:<~U:1 -./f \../ .. _,.,..._ ...__ (\..._/. "- I ........ / .,V': . J..-- ·./ 

Kat.hr~n A. ~l~dgkJ.ss, ~r:OJ0fhcer 
RcmedJ.al Act1ons Sect1on 

cc: B~rnie Bigham 

Enclosure 

(Reel. 



EPA File 4!= 

HD-13 

MD-14 

ND-15 

MD-24 

HD-25 

ND-26 

MD-28 

HD-29 

HD-35 

HaryLmd Dumpsites 
JRB Prelimin~ry Assessments 

Baltimore Horks 
Block and Willis Streets 
Baltimore 

Curtis Bay Plant 
5501 Pennington Avenue 
Baltimore 

Dump Area - Chemical Road 
5500 Chemical Road 
Balitmore 

Anacostia River Park 
Bladensburg 
Prince George County 

Cambridge Site 
311 Trenton Road 
Cambridge 
Dorchester County 

City Biological Treatment Plant 
101 Roslyn Avenue 
Cambridge 
Dorchester 

Tennaco Company, Inc. 
Route 297 
Chestertown 
Kent County 

Municipal Dump 
Flatland Road 
Cher. te rtO\<~n 
Kent County 

Anne Arundel County Landfill 
Dover Street 
Glen Burnie 
Anne Arundel County 



EPA File i? 

l·1D-50 

HD-53 

HD-71 

HD-72 

HD-77 

HD-78 

Woodlawn Transfer Station 
F:i re To11Cr Road 
Hoodlaun 
Cecil County 

U.S. Beltsville Agricultural Center 
Buildings 1321 and 204 Bar1 
Beltsville 
Prince George County 

Chemetals Corporation 
711 Pittman Street 
Baltimore 

Nevamar Corporation 
8339 Telegraph Road 
Odenton 
Anne Arundel County 

Bata Shoe Company 
U.S. Route 40 
Belcc:•:Jp 

Mack Trucks, Inc. 
1999 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Hag(' r s t O\-m 

The following sites should be considered low priority. Stote files rnriy 
contain sufficient information so that site visits may not be necessary to 
complete vrelirninary assessment: 

EPA File 4t 

ND-10 

HD-16 

ND-17 

Allied Chemical 
2000 R<J.c.B Street. 
Balitmore 

Dundalk Marine Terminal 
Bal tir;;ore 

FHC Corporation 
1701 E. Patapsco Avenue 
Baltimore 

·. ;.~d~AL 
{Red) 

-- . - ·- -. ......... ~ .. '· ·---- ~ -. ~- ... ~ . -· -- ~ -. ~- ~ .. 



EPA File iff 

MD-34 

MD-51 

MD-55 

ND-81 

MD-83 

( 

Site Name/Identification and Location 

Howard County Landfill 
4361 NeHcut Road 
Ellicott City 
Howard County 

Bucks Steel Drum 
8234 Rosebank Avenue 
Baltimore 

Pemco Products 
51001 Eastern Avenue 
Baltimore 

Dale Dickerson 
H.iddlctmvn Road 
Annapolis 

Bishop Processing Company 
Bishop 
\Hcomico County 

.AL 

-"~eclJJ 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION Ill 

October 23, 1981 

Bernard Bigham 

6TH AND WALNUT STREETS 

PHILADELPHIA. PENNSYLVANIA 19106 

\laste Hanagement Administration 
Office of Environmental Programs 
201 West Preston Street 
Baltimore, Haryland 21,201 

Dear Mr. Bigham: 

ORIGfNAl 
(Red) 

As we discussed during our meeting on October 16, 1981, I am enclosing 
copies of the information contained in the following EPA dumpsite files: 

MD-13 
MD-14 
MD-15 
MD-24 
MD-'-25 
MD-26 
MD-28 
:HD-29 
HD-33 
MD-35 
ND-50 
MD-53 
MD-71 
HD-72 
MD-77 
MD-78 

Baltimore Works 
Curits Bay Plant 
Dump Area - Chemical Road 
Anacostia River Park 
Cambridge Site 
City Biologicai Treatment Plant 
Tennaco Company, Inc. 
l1unicipal Dump 
Elkton Quarry 
Anne Arundel County Landfill 
Woodlawn Transfer Station 
U.8. Beltsville Agricultural Center 
Chemetals Corporation 
Nevamar Corporation 
Bata Shoe Company 
Mack Trucks, Inc. 

\Hth the exception of MD-33 (Elkton Quarry) \vhich appears to be a duplicate 
of MD-85 (Haryland Sand & Gravel), this is the initial list of facilities 
provided to JRB Associates. 

Also, as we discussed over the telephone on October 20, 1981, I have 
included the following sites on a low priority list forwarded to JRB: 

ND-10 
ND-16 
ND-17 
MD-34 
MD-51 
:r-m-55 
HD-81 
HD-83 

All iea· Chemic a 1 
Dundalk Harine Terminal 
FHC Corporation 
Howard County Landfill 
Bucks Steel Drum 
Pemco Products 
Dale Dickerson Dump 
Bishop Processing 



({ Cr 

With the exception of Bishop Processing, I am enclosing copies of our 
information on file for these sites. All of the information on file for 
Bishop was taken from State files. 

If you have any questions, please call me at 215/597-9435. 

:::;~~fl ~1/~ E~ A. ntl.gkiss, Project Offie:v 
Remedial Actions Section 

Enclosure 

KAH:lav 

LRiGlNAl, 
(Red) 
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(Red) 
THOMAS C. ANDREWS 

DfRECTOJt 

.r 

STATE OF MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 

(301) 269-3551 

CERTIFIED MAIL October 29, 1979 

Pemco Products· 
Chemical/Metallurgical 
Division of.SCM Corboration 
560l.Eastern Avenue 
Baltimore,· Maryland 21224 

Attn: Frank Chapman 

Gentlemem: 

Re: · Industrial Waste Disposal Area 
SC-0-79...;376-A 
75-DP-0317 

On October 17, 1979, a meeting was held in Annapolis to mscuss · correction 
of the above referenced vi.olati.on. As a result of the meeting, the following 
determinations were made: 

1. The SCM Corporation would remove material contaminated 
with heaVy metals at the Pemco site once these areas 
were designatedby the Administration. 

2. All disposal of designated hazardous materials at the 
site has stopped and waste material is being disposed 
of in an acceptable manner. 

3. The SCM Corporation will need 30 days to evaluate 
the pipe extension project and develop a plan and 
time schedule for restoration of the contaminated 
area. This work would be completed by early spring 
of 1980. 

On October 19, 1979, an on-site meeting was held at the Pemco facility to 
establish areas of contaminated material to be removed. 

Accordingly, the Administration is issuing the enclosed Supplemental Order 
SC-Q-79-376-B "mich updates the requirements in this case. 
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Direct any questions or correspondence regarding this matter to me 
at 269-3551. 

LJ: das 

cc: John B Griffith,· Esq.~ , Asst ~ Attorney General 
Stanley· Laskowski, EPA III 
Perry Sfikas 
George Huber 

f~;,(~ r~ ·, 
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Pemco Products 
Chemical/Metallurgical 
Division of.SCM Corporation 
.5601 ]j:astern Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21224 

Attn: Frank Chap:man 

VIOLATOR 

SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

WATER 

RESOURCES (Red) 

ADMINISTRATION 

sc-o-79-376-B 

This Order· is issued pursuant to the provisions of Sections 8 - 1401-

1417, inclusive, of th.e Natural Resources Article, Ari.noti:tted Code. of Maryland 

(1974 Volume)~ The followi_ng terms supplement those provisions contained in 

the Site Complaint dated the 20th day of April, 1979, and the Supplemental 

Order dated the 1st day of October, 1979, and to the extent they contradict 

said terms, the provisions herein take precedence. 

It is, this 29th." day of October, 1979, by the Water Resources Admini-

stration, ORDERED: 

That Pemco Products shall: 

1. By April 20, 1979, c.ease and desist the disposal of hazardous 

material at the referenced site unless authorized by a valid 

Designated Hazardous Material Disposal Permit. 

2. By November 15, 1979, remove all piles of lead and heavy metal 

contaminated material from the referenced area behind the Pemco 

facility and dispose of this material in a manner acceptable to 

the Administration. 

3. By November 30, 1979, submit to the Administration, for review 

and approval, a plan and time schedule for the extension of the 

existing storm drain pipe past the contaminated area. This plan 

mus.t also address clay cover, topsoiling and vegetative stabiliza-

ti.on of the contaminated area at the Pemco site. 

4. By November 30, 1979, submit to the Administration a report 

regarding the 3 separate Jperations which. disch~rge to outfall 
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001. This report must also include analytical information 

(flow and pollutants) associated with the 3 separate 

operations. 

Thomas C. Andrews~ Director 
Water Resources ~iatration 
Tawes State Office Building 
Annapolis, land 21401 

By: 



THOMAS C. ANDREWS 

'v 

STATE OF MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

WATER RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 21401 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

Pemco Products 
Chemical/Metallurgical 
Division of SCM Corporation 
5601 Eastern Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21224 

Attn: Frank Chapman 

Gentlemen: 

(301) 269-3551 

October 1, 1979 

Re: Industrial Waste Disposal Area 
SC-0-79-376 
75-DP-0317 

oun:cTo" 

The Administration has completed the review of your May 17, 1979, proposal 
for the correction of the waste disposal site behind your property, soil borings 
and analyses of water samples taken at the site. After reviewing this informa­
tion, the Administration has determined that your proposal for correction is not 
adequate without extending the existing storm drain. 

', 

The enclosed Supplemental Order SC~0-79-376-A updates the Administration's 
requirements in this case. 

Direct any questions or correspondence regarding this matter to me at 
269-3551. 

LJ:das 

cc: John B Griffith, Esq., Asst. Attorney General 
Stanley Laskowski, EPA III 
Perry Sfikas 
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Pemco Products 
Chemical/Metallurgical 
Division of SCM Corporation 
5601 Eastern Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21224 

WATER 

RESOURCES 

OR~GiNAL 
(Red) 

ADMINISTRATION 

Attn: Frank Chapman 

VIOL.<\ TOR SC-0-79-376-A 

SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

This Order is issued pursuant to the provisions of Sections 8 - 1401-

1417, inclusive, of the Natural Resources Article, Annotated Code of Maryland 

(1974 Volume). The following terms supplement those provisions contained in 

the Site Complaint dated the 20th day of April, 1979, and to the extent they 

contradict said terms, the provisions herein take precedence. 

It is, this 1st day of October, 1979, by the Water Resources Admini-

stration, ORDERED: 

That Pemco Products shall: 

1. By April 20, 1979, cease and desist the disposal of hazardous 

material at the referenced site unless authorized by a valid 

Designated Hazardous Material Disposal Permit. 

2. By October 15, 1979, remove alJ. piles of lead and heavy metal 

contaminated material from the referenced area behind the Pemco 

facility and dispose of this material in a manner acceptable to 

the Administration. 

3. By October 30, 1979, extend the existin~ storm drain pipe adjacent 

to your property downstream of the referenced contaminated disposal 

site. 

4. By November' 15, 1979, regrade the referenced fill area, backfill 

the pipe extension, cover with topsoil and vegetatively stabilize 

all disturbed areas. 

5. By November 15, 1979, submit to the Administration a report 
!· 

regarding the 3 separate operations which discharge to outfall 001. 

This report must also include analytical information (flow and 
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pollutants) associated with the 3 separate operations. 

Thomas C. Andrews, Director 
Water Res~urces Administration 
Tawes State Office Building 
Annapolis, M land 21401 

By: 




